UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
DI STRICT OF ARI ZONA

Inre

Cases Filed by DI RECTV, INC.,
ORDER

N N N N N N N

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 7

This Order Pertains to
the Foll owi ng Rel ated Cases:

©/-03-00884—PHX{-HRH);
E/-03-00969—PHX{HRH)-; oV

E/-03-00972-—PHX{HRH; CV 03- 00973- PHX (HRH) : CV 0

CV 03- 00976- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 03- 00977- PHX (HRH); CV 0

- - © CV 03- 00981- PHX ( HRH) ;

- - - OV O

CV 0

oY,

CV 03- 00967- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 03- 00968- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 03- 00970- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 03- 00971- PHX ( HRH) ;
3- 00975- PHX ( HRH) ;
3- 00978- PHX ( HRH) ;

3- 00989- PHX ( HRH) :
3- 00993- PHX ( HRH) :

EV-03-06979-PHX{ HRH)
€V-03-00984-PHX{ HRH), ©v/-03-060985-PHX{ HRH);
EV-03-006991-PHX{ HRH), ©/-03-60992-PHX{ HRH);
CV 03- 00995- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-03-06997—PHX-{HRH)-;
CV 03- 00999- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 03- 01000- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 03- 01002- PHX ( HRH) ; - - :
- - © CV 03-01776- PHX (HRH) ; €v-83-01777—PHX{HRH)
- - © CV 03-01794- PHX (HRH) ; CV 03-02147- PHX ( HRH) :
CV 03- 02148- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-03-02349—PHX-{(HRH}; CV 03- 02181- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 03- 02182- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-63-02352—PHX-{HRH}; CV 03- 02450- PHX ( HRH) ;

CV 04- 00175- PHX ( HRH) ;| €v-84-08176=PHX{HRH); CV 04- 00177- PHX ( HRH) ;
V04001 78-PHXAHRH)-; :

03- 01774- PHX ( HRH) :

- - : . CV 04- 00180- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00182- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-04-06483—PHX{HRH); CV 04- 00184- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00185- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-04-06+9%—PHX{HRH); - - :
CV 04- 00193- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00195- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-04—06196-PHX-(HRH)-;

- - © CV 04- 00502- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00503- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00504- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00505- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-04—06566-PHX-(HRH)-;
CV 04- 00507- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00508- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00509- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00510- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-04-005+—PHX{HRH); CV 04- 00664- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00665- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-04-00804—PHX{HRH); CV 04- 00805- PHX ( HRH) ;
EV-04-00806-PHX{HRH; CV 04- 00807- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00808- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00809- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00810- PHX ( HRH) ; €v-04-0681++—PHX-{HRH)-;
CV 04- 00812- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00813- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00814- PHX ( HRH) ;



CV 04- 00815- PHX (HRH) ; CV 04- 00816- PHX (HRH) ; CV 04-00817- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00818- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00819- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04-00820- PHX ( HRH) ;
EV-04-00821-PHX{(HRH); CV 04-00822- PHX (HRH) ; CV 04- 00828- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00829- PHX ( HRH) ; €vV-04-00830-PHX{(HRH); €v04-00831-—PHX(HRH);
CV 04- 00832- PHX (HRH) ; CV 04- 00833- PHX ( HRH) ; - - ;
CV 04- 00835- PHX (HRH) ; CV 04- 00836- PHX (HRH) ; CV 04- 00837- PHX ( HRH) ;
EV-04-006838-—PHXA(HRH); = - ; CV 04-00840- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00842- PHX ( HRH) EV-04-00843-PHX{(HRH); CV 04- 00844- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00850- PHX (HRH) ; CV 04- 00851- PHX ( HRH) ;

cv 04 00852 PHX ( HRH) CV 04- 00853- PHX (HRH) ; CV 04- 00854- PHX ( HRH) ;
CV 04- 00856- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00857- PHX ( HRH) ; CV 04- 01041- PHX ( HRH) ;
EV-04-01106-PHX{HRH) CV 04- 01107- PHX ( HRH) ;: CV 04- 01374- PHX ( HRH) :

[ and]
CV 03-02180- PCT (HRH) ; CV 04-00181-PCT (HRH); CV 04-00194- PCT (HRH) ;
CV 04- 00841- PCT ( HRH) ; €v-04-06845-PCH{HRH; CV 04- 00846- PCT ( HRH) ;
EV04-06847PEFH(HRH;, CV 04-01157-PCT (HRH);

[ and]
EV-03-06593-—FUC{HRH); ev—eﬁ-—eee?ﬁ-—'FU%(—HRl—b—;
CV 04- 00044- TUC (HRH) ; CV 04 00045- TUC ( HRH)

CV 04- 00153- TUC ( HRH) ; CV 04- 00202- TUC ( HRH) : CV 04- 00203- TUC ( HRH) :
CV 04- 00204- TUC ( HRH) : CV 04- 00205- TUC ( HRH) : E€V-84-86206-TFUc{HRH):
CV 04- 00207- TUC ( HRH)

This Case Managenment Order has to do with
the issue of statutes of limtations
whi ch potentially affect
plaintiff and all defendants

In Case CV A04-0829-PHX (HRH), DirecTV v. Talley, the

Redf ern defendants have noved to dismss Counts 1 through 4 of
plaintiff's conplaint on the theory that these clains are barred by
applicable statutes of limtations. This notion was initiated and
subsequent |y authori zed despite a general stay on notion practice
in the 2004 JMC.* The briefing on the Redfern notion raises |egal
i ssues that will have broad application to the DirecTV litigation
in Arizona. Accordingly, the Redfern notion will be dealt with by

the court pursuant to the procedures set forth in Case Managenent

! See Order (June 29, 2004), filed as Cerk's Docket No. 8
in DirecTV v. Talley, No. CV A04-0829- PHX (HRH).




Order No. 6 for a notion initiated by a defendant that raises | egal
i ssues applicable to multiple defendants.?

Cal endar for Disposition
of Statute of Limtations Legal |ssues

(1) On or before Septenber 3, 2004, counsel for the
Redf ern defendants shall serve their statute of limtations notion
and reply nenoranda upon all active defendants in the JMC.® Proof
of such service shall be filed with the clerk of court in this case.

(2) On or before Septenber 3, 2004, plaintiff shall serve
all defendants in the JMC with a copy of its opposition to the
Redf ern notion. Proof of such service shall befiled wth the clerk
of court in this case.

(3) Al defendants in all of JMCw shing to join in the
Redfern notion shall serve upon the plaintiff and the noving

defendant and file wth the court in DirecTV V. Tal | ey,

No. CV A04-0829-PHX (HRH), his or her notice of joinder no |ater
t han Septenber 15, 2004.

(4) The foregoing joinders may, if necessary, suppl enent
t he Redf ern nenoranda; but, in so doing, parties are to bear in m nd
that this joint notion practice is directed only at |egal issues,
not case-specific, fact i ssues. There wi |l have to be case-specific

determ nations of whether or not the statutes of limtations have

2 Case Managenment Order No. 6, Section III.F (page 21, et
sed.) (June 29, 2004), filed as Cerk's Docket No. 9 in DrecTV v.
Tall ey, No. CV A04-0829-PHX ( HRH).

3 The current master service list for all defendants is

avai |l abl e from counsel for plaintiff.

- 3 -



run in each case; but, as already suggested, the legal principles
that underlie such case-specific determinations are likely to be the
same in all of the JMC, and will be addressed only once. If
joinders in the Redfern motion add substantive, legal arguments
beyond those presented by the Redfern motion, plaintiff may serve

and file in DiregTV v. Talley, No. CV A04-0829-PHX (HRH), a further

response addressing those additional issues no later than
September 30, 2004.

(5) If plaintiff files supplemental responses as a result
of joinders, the Redfern defendants may serve and file a supple-
mental reply within ten days following service of the response.
Except with leave of court for good cause shown, only parties to the

Talley [Redfern] case may serve and file supplemental replies,

{(6) As provided in Case Management Order No. §,
defendants in all of the JMC who are served with the Redfern motion
will be bound by the court’s disposition of legal (but not factual)
issues decided as a result of the Redfern motion, irrespéctive of
whether they have joined in or opposed the motion.

DATED at Anchorage, Alaska, this _&o_ day of Augu

2004,

H. Russel Holland
United States District Judge






